This article was published in a quarterly journal Islamic Culture that was published from 
Hyderabad India. 



LAHORE 

(Being an Account of Lahore Compiled from Original Sources) 



NAME AND DATE OF FOUNDATION 

THE early history of Lahore is enveloped in a mist of traditions, 
conjectures, and guesses, and it must be frankly admitted that 
from the available sources of information it is not possible to arrive 
at any definite conclusions about the earliest name and the date of found- 
ation of the city. Definite references to this town have been made only by 
the early Arab geographers and Muslim historians, and these, along with 
other references to Lahore of a later period, will be discussed here in their 
chronological order. 

AI-Baladhuri (Ahmad bin Yahya), who lived at the court of Baghdad 
towards the middle of the ninth century of the Christian era, during the 
Khilafat of the 'Abbasi Khalifa Mu'tamid (256 A.H./870 A.D.— 279 A,H./ 
892 A.D.) 1 and died in 279 A.FL/892 A.D., 2 is one of the earliest Arab 
chroniclers, and he gives an account of the first conquests of the Arabs in 
Syria, Mesopotamia, Egypt, Iran, Armenia, Trans-Oxonia, Africa, Spain, 
and Sindh, in his famous book, Futilhul Bulddn. He calls Lahore by the 
name of al-Ahvar, 

Then-al-Muhallab son of Abu-Sufrah raided this frontier in the day& of 
Mu'aviyah in the year 44. He reached Bannah (Bannu) and al-Ahvar, 
which lie between Multan arid Kabul. 4 

After al-Baladhuri we find Lahore mentioned in a geographical treatise, 
entitled Hududul 'Alam, which was compiled in 372 A*H./982 A.D- The 
author of this work is not known but this is what he remarks about Lahore : 

5 C-**«5*L>m^^efe iSjJ^ 3 ikZuji ^ *+*> 3 £~* m ') W^ fS^Jj*- 3 f ^ 3 *j>*V C-*j^ 3)^ 3 



i. Lane-Poole, S„ The Mohammodan Dynasties (Paris, 1925), p, 12* 

2. Encyclopaedia of Islam, Vol, L 

3. Al-Ba&dfcurl, Arimad b. Yahya, Futuft-ul-Bulddn (Cairo, 1901), p* 438* 

4. Cf. La£f, Sayyad Muljaramad, Lahore (Lahore, 1892), p. 2 and Murgotten, The Origin 0/ the Islamic 
State, p, 2zo. 

5. fjudteul 'Alam (Tehran, 1352 AJi), p. 44. 
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Lahor is a town with numerous districts. Its government (sultan) 
is on behalf of the chief (amor) of Muftan. In it there are markets and 
idol-temples. In it great numbers of pine-trees, almond-trees, and 
coconut trees are found. All the inhabitants are idolaters and there are 
no Muslims there. 1 

Abu-Raihan Muhammad b. Ahmad al~Blrirni, who resided in India 
and speaks from personal knowledge of the country at the time of Mah- 
mud's invasions at the beginning of the eleventh century of the Christian 
era, in his celebrated work Tanhhul Hind, mentions Lahore, not as a city, 

but as a territory of which the capital was Mandahukur : 

*» 

Thence maiching towards the north-west, you come to Adittahaur, 
9 (farsakh) ; Jajjanlr, 6 (farsakh) ; Mandahukur, the capital of Lauhavar, 
east of the river Irava, 8 (farsakh)- 3 

Again al-Birunl in his description of the Himalayan mountains ob- 
serves : 

Marching on the left side of the river, you always pass cultivated 
ground and reach the capital ; marching on the right side, you pass 
through villages, one close to the other, south of the capital, and thence 
you reach the mountain Kularjak, which is like a cupola, similar to the 
mountain Dunbavand. The snow there never melts. It is always visible 
from the region of Takisher and Lauhavar. 4 

Shaikh Ahmad Zanjanl, who, according to the statement of Kanhayya 
La'l, 5 wrote his treatise, Tuhfatul Vdsilin, in 435 AJH./1043 A.D., 
is supposed to have remarked : 



1. Vide Minorsky, V., tfududul 'Alam (London, 1937), pp. 89 and 90, 

2. Al-Birunl, Abii-Raihan Muhammad b. Ahmad, Tdri&bul Hind (London, 1887), p, 101. 

3. Vide Sachau, Edward C, Alberuni's India (London, 18188), VoL I, p. 206. 

4. Vide Sachau, Edward, C, AlberunCs India, Vol. I, pp. 207 & 208. 

5. Vide Kanhayya La 'I, TdnMl-e-Lahcre (Lahore, 1884), p. 9. Kanhayya La'l remarks : 

4- t^£j ju JU £, **&» j ,U* £_ # l jj»V f & 

" Shaikh Abmad Zanjanl, the author of the treatise, Tuhfatul Vdpiiin, who wrote this work in Lahore 
about the Learned people of this town, in the year 435 A.H. during the time of Sultan Mas'ud of £haznl 



The whole of this statement is not correct, because Mas'ud I reigned from 421 A JL/1030 A.D, to 432 
A.H./1040 A,D. So either the book was written in 432 A.H./1040 A.D. or it was written during the reign 
of Maudfcd, the successor of Mas'tid I. I have not been able to trace this work. 
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' This (Lahore) town was first of allfcunded by Raja Paricbhit, who 
was a great Raja from the descendants of Pandavas. After some time 
this town was depopulated on account of famines, etc., and was kid 
waste for many centuries. During the time of Raja Bikramajit the town 
was ordered to be populated again and little progress had been made in 
this direction when Bikramajit died, and Samand Pal Jdgl succeeded 
him. The town prospered during his reign and was named Samand 
Pal NagarL The town continued to flourish for a long time. After- 
wards, when Raja Dip Ghand became the king of Delhi, he gave away 
the Panjab as a jagir to his nephew, Lohar Chand, who, on acquiring 
perfect control over the whole of the Panjab, made it (Lahore) his capital. 
He tried to add to the prosperity of the town and discarding the name of 
Samand Pal Nagarl named it Loharpur, after his own name. This 
name during the course of time was corrupted into Lahore ! ' 
Describing an expedition of Mahmud of Ghaznl in Kashmir, Gardizi, 
the author of Zainul Akhbar, observes in 440 A.H./1048 A.D, : 

In the year 412 he (Mahmud) attacked Kashmir and besieged the 
fortress of Loharkot. He stayed there for one month, but as the fort was 
exceptionally high and strong he could not conquer it* In the same 
year Amir Nasr b. Nasiruddin (May he rest in peace !) had died and 
Amir Yusuf tx Nasiruddin (May he rest in peace !) was accompanying 
Yaminuddaulah (Mahmud). But as Loharkot could not be conquered 
he (Mahmud) came out of that pass and proceeded towards Lohur 
and Taki§h£u\ 
The same author names the province ' Lahore,* when he refers to the 

conferment of the viceroyalty of this province by Mas'ud on his son 

Majdud : 

Then he (Mas'ud) gave the kingdom of Lahore to Amir Majdud b. 
Mas'ud (May both of them rest in peace !) and conferred upon him t h e 
royal insignia (literally, drum and standard). He then sent him with 
retinue and attendants towards Lahore and himself returned to Ghaznfn. 

Sayyid 'All Hajvlri, a mystic saint and scholar of the eleventh century 
of the Christian era, who lived in Lahore for a considerable number of 

1. GarcHzk Abu-Sa'id 'Abdul Hay b, atf-Pafcak b. Mabmild, Zom-wJ-A^bdr (Berlin, 1928), p. 79, 

2. Ibid., p. X04. 

4 
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years and died here between 465 A,H./io72 A.D. and 469 AJL/iot6 AJD., 

remarks in his book Ka$bful Moftfub: 

In the country of India I myself had become a captive among un- 
congenial folk in the town of Lahanor, which is a dependency of Mtatan.* 

Abul Fa41 Muhammad K Husain Baihaqi, 8 a famous Persian Historian 
of the eleventh century of the Christian era, who is the author of history of 
the Ghaznavls in three volumes, writing in 450-51 A.H./1058-59 A.D. 
about the life of Mas'ud, the son of Medjmud of Qbaznl, in his book 
TdnMlr^Saiha^i, makes mention of Lahore along with the fort of Mand- 
kakur, a variation of the name of the place which is mentioned by al- 
Birunl as the capital of the province of Lahore : 

In the middle of this month (Ramadan 425 A.H./July 1033 A,D.) 
letters were received from Labor, stating that Ahmad Nialti^n had 
arrived there with several men ; that Qidl Shlraz, with all his coun- 
sellors had entered the fort of Mandkakur ; that there was perpetual 
fighting ; and that the whole neighbourhood was in a state of turmoil 
and agitation. The Amir became thoughtful, because his mind was 
troubled from three different sources, viz., the Turkomans of 'Iraq, 
Khwarazm, and Lahor, as I have already described. 6 

Abul Faraj Runi, a great poet, writing a Qasida of Sultan Ibrahim, 
a grandson of Mabmud, names the town or the province Lohavar in 472 
A.H./1079 A.D. : 

flrjiujOj juTNjj ^^yOUw jjUjJ^^^jj^aJL* c«jIj JUi5^ 

He (Ibrahim) proceeded towards Lohavar with victorious banners 
and with a fortune which was favoured by the stars. 



1. Hajviri, Sayyid 'All, KafthfuhMahjub (Panjab University library Manuscript No, Pc IV, 7b, f* 56b), 

2. Vide Nicholson, Reynold A., the Kashfui-MabjQb (London, igu), p. 91. 
3« d. 470 A-H,/i077 AIX Eiuyclop&dia of Islam, Vol I, p. 592, 

.4. Baihaqi, Taribh-e-Baihaoi (Calcutta, 1862), p. 523. 

5, Vide Elliot & Dowson, The History of India as told by its own Historians (London, 1877), Vol H 
p. 129. 

6. Runi, The TXman (Tehran, 1304 A,H.), p. 86, 

4* 
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AUdrfcl 1 (Abu 'AbdulISh Muhammad b, Muhd^b. -'Abdullah-bin- 
Idris), one of the most eminent Arab geographers of Sibta, who comp- 
osed his famous system of geography, Nuzjiatul Mushtdq ft Ik&irdqul 
Afdq* which has been translated into Latin by several authors, names 
the town Lahavar in his work ; 

The towns of India are numerous ; among them may be mentioned 
Mahmal, Kambaya, Subara, Asaval, Janaval, Sindan, Saimur, Sandur, 
Rumala ; in the desert : Kahata, Aujifcaglit, Nahrvara, and Lahavar.; 

Turning to early literary references we find that Mas'ud b. Sa'd Sal- 
man, a Panjabi poet, who flourished in the latter half of the eleventh and 
the beginning of the twelfth century of the Christian era, and who probably 
died in 515 AJH./1121 AX>., refers in his JDt man very often to Lahore, but 
almost always gives it a different name ; e.g., Lahavur, Lohavur, Lavahur, 
Lovhur, Lohur, and Lahore. In a Qa?ida in praise of 'All, the favourite of 
Sultan Ibrahim, he says : 

Poverty and want drove me forth from Lohur and sent me to the 
capital (GjhaznT). 5 

In another qa§tda he writes : 

JS**J;~r. <$ <£*j c* ^i **j£? JJ> -rJ* JJ*- <SJj'^ u-»j ■*-> -U-j 



The festal time is come, and I am far from the face of that charming 
houri ; 

How can I exist without the face of that houri of paradise ? 

Who shall say to me, ' O friend, a happy festival to thee,' 

When my sweetheart is at Lahavur while I am in Nishapur ? 

Why do I recall the city of Lahavur and my friends ? 

Because no one can be indifferent to his friends and his native land. 

Yet, in any case and in every way, to me 

The beauty of the capital of Ghaznin is better than the city of Loh^ 
avur. 7 



1. d. 560 A.H./1166 A.D., Encyclopaedia of Islam, Vol. II, p. 451., 

2. Beak, T. W., An Oriental Biographical Dictionary (London, 1894), P- *75* 

3. Vide EUiot & Dowson, I r 84. 

4. Mas'ud b. Sa'd Salman, The Divan (Ed. 1296 A.ti), p. 4$. 

5. Vide C&zwinl, Mirza Mufcamniad b, 'Abdul Wahhab, JRAS. t 1905, p. 704. 

6. Mas'ud b. Sad Salman, The Dfwan, p. 98. 

7. VideJRAS., 1905, p. 706, 
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In another C&§ida entirely addressed to Lahore, wherein he grieves 
and pines for the days passed in his native town, he says : 

Laohur, well-a-way, how farest thou without me ? 
How canst thou be bright without the luminous Sun ? 8 

In another poem, after complaining of his imprisonment, he makes 
the following request of some great man : 

3 OjU ^* ^j* J^ j jU jjU^J JjjjTj ^* aT 

1 want from my lord some velvet from which emanates the fragrance 

of Lovahur, 
For, through longing for Lohavar, heart and soul faint within me. 4 

In another passage, while complaining of the filth of his prison, and 
indicating the comfort which he enjoyed in hi*> own country, he says : 



jU Lr -T <ua ±y tfj 


jj*% f^-> **• ** \~*j 


<j\j £* Jj-* *oa'l# 


<j-* *U JLi JL* 4^ ji^l 



I had three baths at Lahore, a fact patent to everyone ; 

To-day it is three years since my hair became like the hair of the 
unbelievers. 6 

In another passage wherein, after describing his prison, he expresses 
his longing for his country, he says : 

7 c~J jj J W *&i f 1 *** xf g : j *^ & ^ s* 

I have not uttered one complaint against Fortune, since I know that 
she acts under compulsion : 

The only thing which troubles me from time to time is my longing 
for Lahavur. 8 



i. Mas'Gd b. Sa'd Salman, The Diw&n, p. 200. 

2, JRAS., 1905, p. 706. 

2. Mas'ud b. Sa'd Salman, The Dfutfn, p. 255. 

4. JRAS., 1905, p. 707. 

5. Mas'ad b. Sa'd Salman, The Dftudn, p. 251. 
•6, JRAS, t 1905, p. 707. 

7, Mas'ud b. Sa'd Salman, The Diw&n, p. 24. 

8, JRAS*, 1305, p. 707. 
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And lastly in the fallowing quatrain, also composed in prison, he thus 
speaks of his longing for his country : 

^jU fljMj ***** *f J'** v;W f'\j <& x M *fy \j\± 

Thou knowest that I lie in grievous bonds, O Lord 1 
Thotf knowest that I am weak and feeble, O Lord ! 
My spirit goes out in longing for Lohur, O Lord ! 
O Lord, how I crave for it, O Lord i 8 

Abul Hasan 'All b. Zaid Baihaqi, called ibn-e-Funduq, wrote a history 
of his native district of Baihaq in 563 A.H.[n68 A.D. 8 In this history, 
giving the details of the kingdom of the QJjaznavis, he remarks that Loh- 
avur was a province or region : 

/j^ixj u t£ <^ jjt~ c* J ^ iijt-^j *^^ £^* <J(^> uMj* jk* j' u^j/ <-^* 

In the year 428 their dominions ceased in the countries of Kh urasan 
and 'Iraq and shifted to Ghaznl. And in the year 555 their dominions 
ceased in Ghazni and shifted to the country of Lohavur and Barshavur 
(Peshawar). 

Yaqut b. 'Abdullah, a famous Arab geographer, in his monumental 
work, Mu f jam-ul~Biddcin> completed in 621 A.H./1224 A.D., mentions 
the name of the place as Lauhur as well as Lahavur, and names the 
■capital of the province Mandakur : 

Lauhur is generally known as L-anavur. It is a big and well-known 
town in India. 

JU^j ^j &jju »tj j jij ^ *>*a j (JS3I 6^*^ JUJt g£ j jj£Jt f* g=iJij j_^*^* 

Mandakur : It is a town, which is the capital of Lauhur, a city of 
India, in the direction of Ghazna. 



1. Mes'Gd b. Sa'd Salmon, The Btoan, p. 293. 
a. /RAS„ 1905, p. 708. 

3. Encycfopasdut of Islam, VoL I, p. 592, 

4. Baihaqi, Abul tfaaan 'Ali b. Zaid, T&ribk e Baihaq (Tehran, 1317 Khurshidl), p. 71. 

5. Ylqflt, Mu'jam-td'Bulddrt (Leipzig, 1886). Vol IV, p. 371. 
<6. YaqOt, Mu'jam-ul-BuJddn* VoL IV, p. 66a 
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Here is a traditional record of the history of the foundation of Lahore. 
Hitherto no author has traced the history of Lahore earlier than the times 
mentioned by Sharif-e-Muhammad b, Man§ur, who wrote a treatise cm the 
art of war, etc., in the time of Sultan Iltutmish (1210-1236)* In his work 
entitled Ad&bul Harb wa§h Shvjaa, Sharif -e-Muhanunad remarks ; 

■****-» jja jJ j ^ t^'Tj ti-ib oJu*jT t^jSjjj * J^U ^^^^ti o^j Jjjt ijj t^^H . c*-£-i& 

It is related that Haj (Ghach ?) b. Bhandra, who was the ruler and 
founder of Lohur, had died, and had a son named Banrat (?), who 
was a just person under whose benevolent administration the people 
enjoyed peace. In Lohur he ordered a temple to be constructed on 
the site where now stands the brick mosque, He ordered an idol to be 
made of stone and named it " the Sun." He worshipped the Sun. He 
lived to the advanced age of 93 years and ruled Lohur for seventy -five 
years. 3 

The famous Indian poet Amir Khusraw in his Qiran-us-Sa'dain, 
compiled in 688 A.fL/1289 A.D., names the town Laohur. Writing about 
the attack of the Mughals on the Panjab he says : 

In that country not a sign of a building remained when the wretched 
steps of Mugfeals trod on it. 

From the boundary of Samana to Laohur every building was shaky 
(or, no building was left except in Qusur). 

The famous historian Rashiduddih has only repeated the words of al- 
Biruni in his Jdmi'-ut-Taivdrifeh (828 A.H./1424 A.D.) : 

JLp«ai i^jjl^ji Jill J^-* *j JU»> ^If-jJu oU-^Jb oij^x-jj JLU-* Ijji jl jUuj ji Oj*- 4-XlL«, j 

Whoever travels along the left bank (of the river) will find villages 
and towns which are close to one another on the south of the capital 
and as far as the mountain Larjak, which resembles the mountain Dama- 



1. Sfcarif-e Muhammad b. Man$ur, AdSb-ul-IJarb-wa$li Sj&$d?a (British Museum Manuscript Add. 16, 
853) f . [This book is sty\e&Adab-ul Mul&i wa Ksfdy&t-ul Mamiufe in Ethfe Catalogue of the Persian MSS. 
in the India Office Library (Column 1493), but I had access to the rotpgraphs of the British Museum Manu- 
script], 

2. Compare with the translation in the JRAS., 1927, p, 401. 

3. Kbusraw, Amir, Qir&n-us-Sa'dain (Aligarh, 19 18), p. 64. 

4. RafhlducLdlii, Jami'-ut Tawdrihh (Panjab University library Manuscript, Pe I, 55), f. 662. 
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vand, between which and Kasljmir there is a distance of two fersangs. 
It can be seen firom the boundaries of Ka^mir and Lohavar. 1 

And again : 

In going north-west from the latter place (Sanam) to Adittahaur, 
nine farsangs ; thence to Jajjanir, six ; thence to Mand^ukur, the capital 

of Lohavar, on the east of the river Irava, eight s 

Haider Mirza Doghlat, who conquered Kashmir in the time of Htnna- 
ytin {947 AJH./1540 A.D,) and later on became the king of that country, 
has fixed the position of Lahore in his famous work Tdnkh-e-Ra$!$ck P 
compiled in 1544-47 A.D. In the description of the position of mountains 
and plains of Tibet he remarks : 

JUfc -Ota jl l/i^S £?*' 0^***-»j ^j^ji 0£*** f**J A&\$ oij ej j j ui---^ JUac ij2^^ <Jljt *^***1 

The pass ascending from Yarkand is the pass of Sanju, and the 
pass descending on the side of Kashmir is the pass of Astkardu. [From 
die Sanju pass to the Ashkardu pass] is twenty days' journey. In the 
direction of winter sunset from Khutan are some of the cities of Hind, 

such as Lahore, Sultanpur and Bajwara 5 

Jamaluddin IJusain Inju, a grandee of Jahanglr's time, furnishes 
us with useful information about the name of Lahore authenticated by 
verses of eminent Indian and Iranian poets. In his Persian dictionary 
called Farhang-e-Jahangm t which he compiled in 1017 A.H./1608 A.D. 
and dedicated to the emperor Jahangir, he says : 

jji bb ajUj ^j Uj ^ j^^J j 4jy. <jg^ <£| -v^kLpkuJUj^ 



1. Vide Elliot and Dowson, I, 65, 

2. Rafihlduddln, /dmt'-ut Tawdrikht £ 661 b. 

3. Vwfe Elliot and Dowson, I, 62. 

4. Dogblat, Ttftrlfeh-t-Rdjhfcft (Panjab University Library Manuscript, A Pe I, 9a), f, 604. 

5. Ekas, N„ and Ross, E. D., tfte TaTf&fc-t- J R<i^ii£fc (London, 1895), p. 405, 
6* Inju, Farhang-e-Jah&ngm {P.U.L. MS.), Vol. II, f. 75 b. 
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Laohur, Linker, Lohavar, Lohfir, Lafaavar, Lsbavlr, at*d Lahanur 

are the (different} names erf a town of Indik, which is known as Lahore. 

(The translation of the verses is omitted as most of them have been 

already translated). 

This is a pure and authentic history, recorded as it is, about the name 

and date of foundation of Lahore, I have reproduced it word by word* 

Looking back into this faithful record the following inferences can be 

drawn : 

(i) The earliest definite reference to Lahore is made by al-BaladhurL 
the Arab chronicler, in the latter half of the ninth century of the Christian 
era, in his Futuhd-Buldan, wherein the town is named Alahvar. Lahore is 
not mentioned by any other traveller* geographer, or historian earlier than 
this, 

(it) Lahore has been differently named by different authors ; 
one author has even named it in several ways. The following are the 
different variants employed by chroniclers, historians, and geographers : 
j s VI Alahvar ; 

jj^ Lahor, Lahur or Lahore ; 
jj^J Lauhavar, Luhavar or Lohavar ; 
j j?J Lohur, Lohor, Lauhor or Lauhur ; 
uV Lahanor, Lahanur or Lahanaur ; 
jj ^J Lohavur ; 
jjj^ Lahavur ; 
jj>j^ Laohur ; 
jj^ Lohavar ; 
jjt^ Lanhor ; 
jL>W Lahavar ; 
jj>y Lahore. 
Why these twelve variants are used is not known. There is another 
notable thing about the names : one and the same name is used by different 
authors at different times, so no one name is older than another, and 
there is no chronological order in the use of the names. 

(iii) The town (or fort) of Mandahukur (Mandkakur or Mandakur) 
is mentioned as the capital of the province of Lahore, and as a separate 
town from that of Lahore. 

Obviously when a Tegion or country is named Lahore, the writer 
means the province of the Panjab of those days, which had its capital at 
Mandakur. 

Mandakur, or any of its variants, is not traceable in these days. 
Amongst western orientalists and historians Thomas is the first person to 
identify this city with Lahore, suggesting that it is a corrupt form .of 
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Mahmudpur. 1 Thit. is the basis of his candtasaoDs* Some coins struck a* 
MahiDudpur by Mahinud of Gbami are preserved in the British and 
Lahore Museums. I have personally exatnined all the coins preserved in 
the Lahore Museum* None of them bears a date, but the cataloguer, 
taking a hint from the cataloguer of coins of the British Museum, has 
also included dates in the transcription of the legends of the coins, and 
this is how he has reproduced the legend 3 from one of the coins : 
Obverse Reverse 



(%) 4 *$p 

Margin : 



-3- 
3 



*>' 






Margin ; 



AJL**j_^ ^J*^ f»*J*^ '***> *->jj>Al\ ^ 

This is a siWer bilingual coin which bears a Sanskrit inscription 
{Ahyaktameka, Muhammad Avatar, Nripati Mahmud. Margin : (Ayam 
tankam Mahmudpur ghatet Tajikiyera Samvaft, 419) on the obverse, and 
an Arabic inscription in Kufic letters on the reverse. The Kufic dies for 
these coins seem to have been entrusted to first-class artists, for they are 
always excellently fashioned and correctly marked in the details ; whereas 
the legends on Sanskrit face of the coins vary considerably in their 
execution, and the orthography and the forms of the characters themselves 
are crude. The Arabic inscription rendered into English reads thus : 
Alqadir Billah ; there is no god but God, Muhammad is the Prophet of 
God ; Yaminuddaulah, Aminul Millat Mahmud. Margin : Begin in 
the name of God. This dirham was struck at Mahmudpur in 419. 

The Sanskrit inscription means : 

The Invisible (is) One Muhammad incarnation King Mahmud. 
Margin : This tankam (was) struck at Mahmudpur, (in) the Arabic 
Samvat 419. 

Thomas happened to see some similar coins struck by Mahmud and 
without either rhyme or reason jumped to the conclusion that Mahmudpur, 
a corruption of Mandakur, was the name cf Lahore, where these coins 
were struck in 419 A.H./1028 AJD M that is about three years before the 
death of Mahmud. Talking about tanka in his Chronicles of the Pafchan 

1. Cf. Cunningham, A., Ancient Geography of India (Calcutta, 1924), p. 228 and Thomas, Edward, The 
Chromcles of the Pathan Kings of Delhi (London, 1871), p. 47. 

2. British Museum Catalogue of Coins, VoL II, No. 5 id, p. 151. 

3. Rodgers, C. J., Catalogue of the Coins in the Government Museum, Lahore, (Calcutta, 1891), p. 27. 

4. These letters have not been deciphered by Rodgers, the cataloguer, but they are there. 
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Kings of Delhi, he remarks : * f Moreover, it may be seen how distinctly 
the taniah was the accepted and recognised term in India by the feet 
that the great Mahmud of QJiaznl, while continuing to make use of the 
ordinary mint designation of dirham, in the Kufic legend of his new 
Lahor coinage of Mahmudpur' admits the corresponding word OT 
$aka (or £w tanka) in the Sanskrit legend, on the reverse/' 1 And in 
the foot-note Thomas has suggested that Mandukur and its variants are a 
corruption of Mahmudpur. 

From this statement we cannot discover how Thomas has been able to 
decide that by Mahmudpur Mahmud of Qhaznl meant Lahore and that 
Mandukur is a corrupted form of Mahmudpur* But Rodgers has further 
misled people and has tried to perpetuate this conjecture by writing in his 
lectures on Coin Collecting in Northern India : " One series of coins he 
(Mahmud) struck in Lahore. On one side in the centre was the Mahomedan 
confession of faith, together with the name and titles of Mahmud ; on the 
margin was a statement of the fact that the coin was struck at Mahmudpur, 
as it pleased* the conquerer to rename Lahore, and the year. The other 
side was covered with Sanskrit" 2 

I do not feel convinced by this conjecture for various reasons. Firstly 
there is no reason to believe that eminent men like al-Birunl would have 
corrupted Mahmudpur into Mandukur ; particularly when we know that 
al-Biruni was a contemporary and companion of Mahmud, and was well- 
versed in the literature of the Hindus. Secondly it has not been mentioned 
anywhere in any chronicle, history > or literary composition like a Qasida, 
that Mahmud renamed Lahore and called it Mahmudpur. Such an event 
should have figured prominently somewhere in some record, but, as it is , 
we do not find a single reference to this imaginary episode. Besides, it is a 
remarkable feet that no mention of Lahore is to be found in the T&rikh-e- 
Yammx of 'Utbi (420 A.H./1029 A.D.), who held many responsible positions 
under Mahmud and travelled with him, although 'Utbi has made a refer- 
ence to Mahmud *s crossing of the Ravi in his book. 

He (the Sultan) crossed in safety the Sihun (Indus), Jelam, Chandraha, 
Irabah (Ravi) and Shataludz* These are all rivers, deep beyond des- 
cription ; even elephants' bodies are concealed in them, so it may easily 
be conceived what is the case with horses. 4 



i. Thomas, Edward, The Chronicles of the Pathan Kings of Delhi* p. 27. 

2. Rodgers, Charles J., Cain-Collectzr% in Northern India (Allahabad, 1851) pp. 58 and 59. 

3. 'UtbT, Aba Na?r Muhammad al-Jabbar, T&ri$i~e~Yamtf&, (Lahore, i860), p. 305. 

4. Sec Elliot and Dowson, II, 41. 
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Similarly Mas'Odl (d. 345 A.H./965 A.D.), the " Herodotus of the 
Arabs/* who wrote in the tenth century of the Christian eta, and himself 
sojourned at Multan, does not mention Lahore or Mandukur in his famous 
geography Muruju$i Qkahab. 1 

So the results of my inquiries are :— (i) Lahore, Mahmudpur and 
Mandakur are all different places ; (ri) Mahmud definitely struck coins 
in MahmGdpur, but this town cannot be identified from the available 
sources of iiSbrmation, although the Sanskrit legends on the coins testify 
to the fact that Mahmudpur was definitely in India ; (m) Mandakur was 
the capital of the province of Lahore (Panjab), but it again cannot be 
identified, although Thornton has suggested that it is a corrupted form 
of Mankot, a place near Sialkot. " Now/' says Thornton, " Madhokor 
might easily, from the similarity between h and n, and r and final t, in the 
Arabic character, be corrupted from Mankot or Mandhukot, a place near 
Sialkot* The supposition ir rendered more probable by the fact that, in 
after-times, Shir Shah, the so-called usurper, — but, as will be hereafter 
pointed out, in reality the representative of the anti-Mogul, or anti- 
foreigner party, seriously contemplated removing the seat of Govern- 
ment from Lahore, which had become associated with Mogul supremacy, 
to this very place, the capital of the last dynasty." 2 Thornton's guess 
would have fitted in very well but, in fact, no such place as Mankot or 
Mandhukot is traceable near Sialkot, as he asserts, 

(iv) The government of Lahore was on behalf of the chief of Multan 
in 372 A.H./982 A.D., and it was a dependency of Multan in 465 A.HL/ 
1072 A.D« 

(v) At least up to 372 A.H./982 A.D. there was no Muslim living in 
the town of Lahore, and it was inhabited only by Hindus. 

(vi) There is no contemporary evidence to prove definitely that a 
certain person at a certain time founded thi? town. The traditions name 
different founders, some of which are the following :-— 

(a) Raja Parlchhit, who was a descendant of the Pandavas. 

(b) Lohar Chand, who was the nephew of Raja Dip Chand. 

As has been already stated, this is all the traceable pre-Muslim history 
of Lahore, which neither gives us the exact date of its foundation nor the 
definite name of its founder. Lahore suddenly seems to spring into 
existence and prominence in the latter half of the ninth century of the 
Christian era. This may not be a fact, and very probably it is not, but all 
the same we have no authentic source from which we can pro\e the 
existence of Lahore earlier than this time. But many conjectures, some of 
them ingenious and based upon very striking probabilities, have been 
made to fix the date of foundation and the name of the founder of Lahore. 

1. Vide Mas'fidi, Abul-f^asan/Att b. aW^usain, MurUjudh E&ahab (Paris, 1863), and Sprenger, A., Mea- 
dows of Gold and Mines if Gms fLcmdkm, 1841). 

2. Thornton, T. H,, Lahore, p* 61 . 
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Necessarily these have to be noted. They will be discussed hece ia chro- 
nological order. 

Here are some'of the most popular legendary and traditional accounts 
written by western and oriental writers about the founders of Lahore.: 

Bernier in a letter written to Monsieur De Merveilles from Lahore in 
February 1665, casually remarks : " Whether Lahor be the ancient 
Bucefalos, I do not pretend to determine. Alexander is here well known 
by the name of Sekander Filfous, or Alexander the son of Philip ; concern- 
ing his horse, however, they know nothing/' 1 

Sujan Rae, the author of Khiddsat-ut-Tawdnkh, writing in 1107 A.H./ 
1695-96 A.D* reproduces the popular legend that Lava, the son of Rama 
Chandra, was the founder of Lahore, and that the capital of the Panjab 
was shifted to Sialkot when Lahore was depopulated : 



2 



JU-i 



Lahore is an ancient town situated on the bank of the Ravi. It is 
related that Lava, the son of Raja Rain Chand, founded it. In some 
books of history it is also styled Lahur and Lahavar. As time passed, 
its inhabitants began to decrease and the population became thin. 
Then Sialkot became the capital of this region, 
KhaJTullah Fida, a Panjabi poet, thinks Ayaz was the founder of 

Lahore. In an &pop&e, Mirza Sahiban, written by him in 1155 Att.j 

1742 A.D« Fida says : 

A town with the beauties of Lahore is not known in any kingdom. 
The foundation of this town was inspired by Beauty &nd Love and 
Ayaz of Mahmud was its founder. 

Murtaza Hbsain. the author of Hadiqatul Aqatim, written in 1202 A.H./ 
1787 A,D. has only carelessly quoted Sujan Rae : 

4, xjii ^ c^^J c-ib fti^J aS'ju^ *tj U&*i lyT^jbT 



1. Bemier, Francois, Travels in the Mogul Empire, (Oxford, 1934), p. 383. 
. 3. Stgari Rae Bhandii?, Stu/^at-ut-TmcdTi^i (Delia, 1918), p. 64. 

3. Fida, J&airullah, Mirzd $&hib&n (MS. owned by Qfrulam Daataglr Mftrru of Lahore), £. 76, 

4. Murta2a IJusain, ftadSqatul AqS&m (Panjab University Library MS., p. 8) f,. 19a. 
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Lahore is a town in India, situated on the bank of the Ravi. The 
compiler of Khtd&f&Md- Taw&nkh writes : Hindus relate that Lahor 
{Lava), the son of Rim Chand, founded it. 

The following authors have all stated that Lava, the son of Rama^ 
was the founder of Lahore : 

Todd (1832) ; "Rama had two sons, Lava and Kusa : from the former 
the Rana's family claim descent. He is stated to have built Lahore, M1 

Bute 3|£h (1258 AJL/1847 AJD.) : 

It is an ancient town, which is said to have been founded by Lava> 
the son of Raja Rama Chandra, the son of Jasrat 
Chishti (1867) : 

8 . L5"~ ->lT jjA V j^d i_j*jJ . ^-fr>' j*j) \j~jl jjl jZS'iSii \ ^JUi ji £jA±- plj **.*; 

Raja Rama Chandra had two sons, viz., Kushu and Lohu. Lohu 
founded the town of Lahore. 

Cunningham (1871) : " The great city of Lahore, which has been the 
capital of the Panjab for nearly nine hundred years, is said to have been 
founded by Lava, the son of Rama, after whom it was named Lohawar,"* 
Kanhayya Lai (1882) : 

It is generally known that Lava, the son of Maharaja Rama Chandra, 
the avatar, founded this town and named it Lavpur. After many 
centuries Lavpur was corrupted into Lahore. 

Temple (1884) : " The name Lahore, in full Lahawar or Lah/s fort, 
is usually derived from Lava, the son of Rama Chandra." 6 

Gulab Singh (1884): " Lahor (Lahore) is variously called Lahar, 
Lahar, Lohar, Lahawar, and Lohawar. According to Hindu tradition it is 
named after Rama Chandra's son, Lou (Lava). Afterwards when this 
prince's kingdom sank, the capital was removed to Sialkot, During the 
rule of Sultan Mahmud of Ghazrri his favourite Malik Ayaz repopulated 
the town and built a substantial fort." 7 

1. Todd James, Annals and Antiquities of Rajisthan, (Oxford, 1920), Vol. I t p. 252. 

2. Bute £b*h, Tdribh-e-Panj& (P.U.L. MS. A Pe III 8), f. 16b. 

3. Ghifihti, Nur A^mad Tatyfiqdt-e-Chishft, (Lahore, 1867), p. 793* 

4. Cunningham, A., Anctent Geography of India, p. 236. 

5. Kanhayya La'l, Tdri^-e- Lahore^ p. 7. 

6. Temple, R. G, Panjab Notes and Querns (Allahabad, 1884), Vol. I, March, m^ p> 68* 

7. Gulab Singh, Punjab Note* and Queries, Vol. I, Febmary 1884, p. 57. 
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In the classical Gkeek accounts we do not find Lahore mentioned in 
connection with Alexander. Yet there can be no doubt that Alewnder 
crossed the Ravi in the vicinity of Lahore, and must in all probability have 
passed the site of the modern city. If, therefore, any place of importance 
had existed at the time, it would doubtless have been mentioned. So it is 
not probable that Lahore was founded before the first century A.D. In 
the next place, no city answering in name or description to Lahore occurs 
in Strabo, who wrote between 60 B.C. and 19 A.D. and whose object was 
" to correct the earlier works in th light of the increase of knowledge ; " 
nor does it appear in Pliny's description of the royal road between the 
Indus and Allahabad, which must have been written between 23 A.D. 
and 79. A.D, 

But, further, in the Geography of Ptolemy, whose name marks the 
highest pitch of perfection in early geography, and who flourished at 
Alexandria about 150 A«D M mention is made of a city called Labokla, 
situated on the route between the Indus and Palibothra, in a tract of country 
called Kaspeira (Kashmir ?), described as extending along the rivers 
Bidastas (Jehlum), Sandabal (Chandra Bhaga, or Chenab), and Adris 
(Ravi). This place Wilford would identify, from its name and position, 
with Lahore, and the identification is made more probable by the discovery 
of Cunningham of the Amakatis of Ptolemy, a city placed by him in the 
immediate vicinity of Labokla, to the West of the Ravi, in the ruins of 
Amba Kapi, about 25 miles from Lahore. Cunningham believes the 
identification of Wilford to be correct. If we agree with these inferences, 
we can approximately fix the date of the foundation of Lahore at the end of 
the first or the beginning of the second century of the Christian era. 1 

Walker, 2 Hunter 3 and the author of the article on Lahore contributed 
to the Encyclopaedia Britanmca* have remarked that Yuan Ghwang, the 
Chinese Buddhist pilgrim of the seventh century of the Christian era, 
who visited the Panjab in 630 A.D., notices the city in his itinerary. This 
is an error. In the itinerary published by Cunningham no mention of 
Lahore exists, 5 Besides, this is how this portion of Yuan Chwang's 
journey is described by Shamans Hwui Li and Yen Tsung, in their Life of 
Hiuen-Tsiang : " From this (Rajpura), going south-east down the moun- 
tains and crossing the river, after 700 It or so, he came to the kingdom of 
Tseh-kia OakkaV ' After travelling for some time " on the morrow he 
arrived at the eastern frontiers of the kingdom of Tcheka (Takka) and 



1. C£ Laprs Lahore, pp. 6-7; Cunnighams Geography, pp. 225-28 ; Thornton's Lahore, pp. 58-9 , 
Imperial Gazetteer of India, Vol XVI, p. 106 ; Walker's Lahore District Gazetteer, p, 20 ; and Wilford' s 
Comparative Geography of India. 

2. Walker, Casson, Lahore District Gazetteer (Lahore, 1919)* p. 30. 

3. Hunter, the Imperial Gazetteer of India, (Oxford, 1908), XVI, 106. 

4. Bncyclopcsdxa Britaimca, (London, 1926), Vol 13, p, 59$, 

5. Cunningham Alexander, Anctent Geogra^ty of India, p, 644, 
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entered a great tity." 1 This city, Samuel Beak thinks, would probably be 
Lahore.* Thornton also subscribes to this opinion, saying : " A far less 
dubious mention of Lahore is found, as was pointed out by Major-General 
Cunningham, in the itinerary of Hwan Thsang, the Chinese traveller, 
who visited the Punjab, 630 A.D. He speaks of a large city, containing 
many thousands of families, chiefly Brahmans, situated on the eastern 
frontier of the kingdom of Cheka, which, he says, extended from the Indus 
to the Byas. From this city he proceeded to Jalandhara, the modem 
Jullundur, Now Julhindur is situated almost due east of Lahore, and 
midway between the two cities is a village called Patti to this day. There 
can be little doubt, therefore, that the great Brahmanical city of Hwan. 
Thsang was the city of Lahore." 3 Now all this is not very logical if we 
compare the statement with the itinerary of Yuan Chwang, the Chinese 
traveller. Yuan Chwang has clearly stated that the kingdom of Cheka or 
Takka extended from the Indus to the Bias* He also mentions that 
travelling south-east from Rajpura he came to the eastern frontier of the 
kingdom of Cheka, which should naturally be near the Bias. Here he 
enters a great city, which should be on the Bias river, and as Cunningham 
has pointed out, must be Kasur 4 and not Lahore. This disproves the 
assertion that Yuan Chwang has directly or indirectly mentioned Lahore 
in his itinerary. 

To borrow an expression from Thornton, "such are the somewhat 
barren results of inquiries " about the name and date of foundation of 
Lahore. They may be briefly recapitulated as follows : The city of Lahore, 
named variously, and possibly the Labokla of Ptolemy, was probably 
founded as early as the beginning of the second century of the Christian 
era ; it is definitely mentioned first of all in the ninth century ; and it did 
not come into prominence until the period of the invasion of Mahmud of 
GhaznL in the beginning of the eleventh century. 

Muhammad Baqir. 



i. Shamans Hwui Li and Yen-Tsung, The Life of Hwen-Tstang (London* i888) r pp. 72-74. 

2 Ibid, p. 74,/. n. 

3. Thornton, T. H., Lahore, p« 60. 

4 Cunningham, A., Ancient Geography of India, p. 229, 
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